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Period for Reply 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 1 453 O.G. 213. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Receipt is acknowledged of the IDS filed on 1/19/2002, which has been entered 
in the file. 

Specification 

1 . The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because the abstract is greater than 
150 words. Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 

2. The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 

The following title is suggested: -METHOD AND APPARATUS FOR 
GENERATING A TICKET INLCUDING AN IMAGE OF A PERSON-. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 15, 16, 19, and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, 
as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Re claims 15 and 19: Claim 15, line 3 and claim 19, line 3, recite the limitation 
"identification data", it is unclear as to whether this is the same identification data as 
recited in claim 13, line 6, and claim 17, line 3, respectively, or whether this is different 
identification data. This renders the claims indefinite. For examination purposes, 
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claims 15 and 19 have been interpreted so as not to require the same identification data 
as recited in claims 13 and 17, respectfully. 

Re claims 16 and 20: Claim 16, lines 2-3 and claim 20, lines 2-3, recite the 
limitation "the identification data". It is unclear as to whether claims 16 and 20 are 
referring to the identification data as recited in claims 13 or 15, and claims 17 or 19, 
respectfully. This renders the claims indefinite. For examination purposes, since the 
graphics/watermark are integrated with the image, which is included in the identification 
data recited in claims 13 and 17, claims 16 and 20 have been interpreted so as to refer 
to the identification data as recited in claims 13 and 17, respectfully. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1-4, 9, 10, 13, 14, 17, and 1 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Johnson et al (US 5,748,755). Please note that some of the 
reference numerals in figure 3 do not match the description of figure 3 in column 5. For 
clarity, the reference numerals in figure 3 have been re-labeled by the examiner to 
correspond to the description in column 5. 

Re claims 1-4, 9, and 10: Johnson et al teaches a method of generating a check 
(26), comprising: requesting check data using a network (the network between modems 
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42 and 44), sending check data corresponding to the check using the network, where 
the check data includes identification data corresponding to an image (30) of a person, 
receiving the check data through the network, forming the check, including the image, 
using the check data, requesting the check data includes accessing a server (host 
computer 40 functions as a server) over the network with a computer/imaging device 
(plant 46 and printer 48, the plant 46 will necessarily include a computer to send/receive 
data from modem 42), sending the check data includes placing the check data onto the 
network with the server, forming the check data includes forming the image on media 
with an imaging device (printer 48) using the identification data, receiving the check 
data includes storing the check data in the computer/imaging device (the plant 46 and 
printer 48 will necessarily store the check data, at least temporarily, until the check data 
is printed), forming the check data includes sending the check data to the imaging 
device, (see figures 2, 3, column 3 lines 16-57, and column 4 line 62 - column 5 line 
67). 

Johnson et al fails to specifically teach the checks being tickets and the check 
data being ticket data. 

However, Johnson et al also teaches that while one embodiment is related to the 
composition of bank checks, the concept is also useful to provide personal images on 
other documents, including tickets (see column 5 lines 29-61). 

In view of Johnson et al's teachings, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include, with the system as taught 
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by Johnson et al, tickets and ticket data, in order to provide theft-proof tickets (see 
column 5 lines 29-32 and 59-61 of Johnson et al). 

Re claims 13 and 14: Johnson et al teaches a check generating apparatus for 
use with a network (see figure 3), comprising: a first network enabled device (plant 46) 
coupled to the network (via modem 44) and arranged to receive check data through the 
network, a second network enabled device (host computer 40) coupled to the network 
(via modem 42) and arranged to send the check data to the network, with the check 
data including identification data corresponding to an image (30) of a person, an 
imaging device (printer 48) coupled to the first network enabled device arranged to 
receive the check data to form the check (26) on media including the image, the first 
network enabled device includes a computer (the plant 46 will necessarily include a 
computer to send/receive data from modem 42), the second network enabled device 
includes a server (the host computer 40 functions as a server) (see figures 2, 3, column 
3 lines 16-57, and column 4 line 62 - column 5 line 67). 

Johnson et al fails to specifically teach the checks being tickets and the check 
data being ticket data. 

However, Johnson et al also teaches that while one embodiment is related to the 
composition of bank checks, the concept is also useful to provide personal images on 
other documents, including tickets (see column 5 lines 29-61). 

In view of Johnson et al's teachings, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include, with the system as taught 
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by Johnson et al, tickets and ticket data, in order to provide theft-proof tickets (see 
column 5 lines 29-32 and 59-61 of Johnson et al). 

Re claims 17 and 18: Johnson et al teaches a check generating apparatus for 
use with a network, comprising: first network enabled device (host computer 40, printer 
48) coupled to the network (via modem 42) and arranged to send check data to the 
network, with the check data including identification data corresponding to an image 
(30) of a person, a second network enabled device (plant 46) coupled to the network 
(via modem 44) and configured to form the check (26) on media including the image, 
the first network device includes a server (host computer 40 functions as a server), the 
second network enabled device includes an imaging device (in that printer 48 creates 
images) (see figures 2 and 3, column 3 lines 16-57, and column 4 line 62 - column 5 
line 67). 

Johnson et al fails to specifically teach the checks being tickets and the check 
data being ticket data. 

However, Johnson et al also teaches that while one embodiment is related to the 
composition of bank checks, the concept is also useful to provide personal images on 
other documents, including tickets (see column 5 lines 29-61 ). 

In view of Johnson et al's teachings, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include, with the system as taught 
by Johnson et al, tickets and ticket data, in order to provide theft-proof tickets (see 
column 5 lines 29-32 and 59-61 of Johnson et al). 
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7. Claims 5-8, 11, 12, 15, 16, 19, and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Johnson et al in view of Rhoads (US 6,345,104 B1). 

The teachings of Johnson et al have been discussed above. 

Re claims 5-8, 1 1 , and 12: Johnson et al fails to teach that forming the ticket 
includes integrating graphics with the image, the graphics including a watermark 
corresponding to the identification data. 

Rhoads teaches a system and method for generating ticket data (see column 1 
lines 24-31) including graphics data integrated with an image, the graphics including a 
watermark corresponding to identification data (an image) (see column 1 lines 24-36, 
column 5 lines 21 -31 , and column 6 lines 5-1 1 ). 

In view of Rhoads' teachings, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the invention to include, with the method as taught by Johnson et 
al, forming the ticket includes integrating graphics with the image, the graphics including 
a watermark corresponding to the identification data, in order to discourage/detect 
counterfeiting of security documents, such as tickets (see column 1 lines 24-36 of 
Rhoads). 

Re claims 15 and 16: Johnson et al also teaches the server including a 
configuration to generate ticket data using identification data supplied by the computer 
over the network (the computer will necessarily provide identification data, to identify 
itself, in order to be permitted to access the data base within the host computer 40) (see 
figure 3 and column 5 lines 1-14). 
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Johnson et al fails to teach the server including a configuration to generate the 
ticket data including graphics data integrated with the image, the graphics including a 
watermark corresponding to the identification data. 

The teachings of Rhoads have been discussed above. 

In view of Rhoads' teachings, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the invention to include, with the system as taught by Johnson et 
al, the server including a configuration to generate the ticket data including graphics 
data integrated with the image, the graphics including a watermark corresponding to the 
identification data, in order to discourage/detect counterfeiting of security documents, 
such as tickets (see column 1 lines 24-36 of Rhoads). 

Re claims 19 and 20: Johnson et al also teaches the server including a 
configuration to generate ticket data using identification data supplied by the imaging 
device over the network (the plant/printer will necessarily provide identification data, to 
identify itself, in order to be permitted to access the data base within the host computer 
40) (see figure 3 and column 5 lines 1-14). 

Johnson et al fails to teach the server including a configuration to generate the 
ticket data including graphics data integrated with the image, the graphics including a 
watermark corresponding to the identification data. 

The teachings of Rhoads have been discussed above. 

In view of Rhoads 1 teachings, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the invention to include, with the system as taught by Johnson et 
al, the server including a configuration to generate the ticket data including graphics 
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data integrated with the image, the graphics including a watermark corresponding to the 
identification data, in order to discourage/detect counterfeiting of security documents, 
such as tickets (see column 1 lines 24-36 of Rhoads). 



Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Dutta (US 2002/0138771 A1), Pugliese, III et al (US 
2001/0016825 A1), Al-Sheikh (US 6,137,895), Hujink (US 5,181,786), and Patton et al 
(EP 1 134 710 A2) all teach systems and/or methods for generating tickets including an 
image of a person. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jared J. Fureman whose telephone number is (703) 
305-0424. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:00 am - 4:30 PM M-T, and 
every other Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Michael G. Lee can be reached on (703) 305-3503. The fax phone numbers 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 308-7722 
for regular communications and (703) 308-7722 for After Final communications. 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308- 
0956. 



Jared J. Fureman 
October 9, 2002 



